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MR, HUXLEY AND AGNOSTICISH

The Prineipal of King's Collége
Taken to Task.

IGNORANCE AND CREDULITY,

Colonel Ingersoll Insists That the Two

Go Hand In Hand — The Doo-
trine of Living for This
Worid,

Neliglons Rnow-Nothingiam.

Ttobort J. Ingersoll contributes the
following to the current number of the
North American Raview:

I'n the February number of the Nine-
toonth Century is an article by Profes-
sor Huxley, ontitled “Aguosticiam.’ It
sooms that a church congress was held
at Manchester in October; 1888, and
that the principal of King’s colloge
brought the topie of Agnosticism bafore
the nssembly and made the following
stntement:

“Hut if this be so, for a man to Urge A8 an
escapo from this article of bellof that he has
no means of & sclentific knowledge of an un-
geen world, or of the future, 18 irrolovant,
His différende from the christinn lles, not in
the fuet that he has no knowledge of these
things, but that ho doss not belisve the au-
thority on which they oare stated. He may
prefer to eall himself an Aguostic, but his
real pame is an older ono—he is an intidel;
that is w say, an unbeliever, The word in-
fidel, perhaps, carries an unplensant signifi-
oance, Perhaps it is right that it should. 1t
18, and 1t ought lo be, for & man o have to
say plainly that he does wot believe in Jesus
Christ.”

Let ug examine this statement, put-
ting it in language that is ensily undor-
Btood; and for that purpose wo will
divide it into several paragraphs.

I. “For o man to urge that he has no
means of a scientific knowledge of the
unseen world, or of the future, iz irrele-
vant.”

Is there any other knowledge than a
scientifie knowledge? Arethere sevoral
kinds of knowing? Is there such u
thing ns scientific ignorance? If o man
suys, ‘I know notnhing of the unseen
world becavse I have no knowledge
upon that subjoet,” is the fact that he
has no knowledge absolutely irrelevant?
‘Will the principal of King’s college say
that hoving no knowledge is the reason
he knows? When asked to give your
opinion  upon  any subjoct, ecan it
be said that your ignorance of that
subjoct is jrrolevant. If this be true,
then your knowledga of the subject is
nlso irrelevant.

Is it possible to put in ordinary Eng-
lish & more perfect absurdity? How
can nman obtain any knowledge of the

*unseen world? He certainly eannot ob-

win it through the medium of the
senses. It is wot n world that he ean
visit, He cannot stand upon its shoves,

nor ¢con he view them from the ocean of
imugination. The principal of King's
college, however. insists that these im-
possibilities are irrelevant.

No person has como back from the un-
peen world., No suthentic message hay
been delivered, Through all the can-
turies, not one whisper has broken the
silence that hes beyoud the grave.
Countless millions have sought for some
evidence, have listened in vain for some
word.

1t is most cheerfullyadmitted that all
this doos not prave the non-existence
of another world—all this does not dem-
onsirale that death endsall. But.it is
the justification of the Agnostic, who
candidly says, *‘I do not know.”

2, The pweincipul of King’s college
states thnt the difference between an
Agnostic and a christian *lies, not in
the fact that he hns no knowledpge of
these things, but that he does not be-
lieve the authority on which they are
stated,”

Is this p diference in knowlodge or o
diference in belief—that is to say, n
difference in credulivy?

The christian believes the Mosuic ac-
count. He reverently hears
ond  admits the truth of  all  thut
hoe  ftinds within the  script-
ures. Is this knowledge? How is it
posaible to know whether tha reputed
authiors of the books of the Old Testn-
ment were the renl ones? The wit-
nessos wre dead, The lips that could
tostify nre dust., Between these shores
yoll the wnves of many centuries, Who
knows whether such & man ns Moses ax-
fsted or not? Who knows the author
of Kings and Chronicles? By what tes-
timony can we substantinte the authen-
tioity of the prophets, or of the prophe-
cies, or of the fultilments? Is there any
difference botween the knowledge of
the Christinn and of the Agnostic?
Does the principal of King’s' college
know any more as to the truth of the
Old Testament than the man who mod-
estly ealls for evidence? Has not n
mistake been made? Is not the differ-
ence one ol belief instend of knowledgoe?
Aund is not this difforence
founded on the difference in credulity?
Would not an infinitely wise and
good being—whera belief f’a a condition
to salvation—supply the evidence?
Cortainly the Crentor of man—if such
exist—knows the exact nature of the
human mind—knows the evidonce nec-
essury to convinee; and, consequently,
such a boing would nct in accordance
with such conditions.

There is a relation between evidence
and helief, The minod is s0 constituted
that cortain things,being in accordance
with its nature, are regarded ns reason-
able, us probable.

‘I'hore isalso this fact which must not
be overlooked: that is, that just in pro-
portion us the brain is developed it re-

ulres more evidence, and becomes

ess and loss crodulous.  Ignorunce and
credulity go hand in hand, TIntelli-
eunce understands something of the
aw of average, hos an idea of probab-
flity. Ttis not swayed by projudice,
neither is it driven to extremes by sus-
picion. It tukes into consideration per-
sonnl motives., It examines the chavae-
tor of the witnesses, makes allownnce
for the ignorance of the time—for en-
thusinsm, for fesr—and comoes to its
noncllusiun without fear and without

on.

What knowledge has the christian of
another world? The senses of the chris-
tinn are the same as those of the Agnos-
tie. He heuars, seos, and  feels substan-
tially the same. His vision s limited,
Xe sees no other shore and hears noth-
ing from another world,

KEnowledge is uumelhlng that can be
fmparted. 1t has m foundation in faot.
Iy comes within the domain of the
senses. It can be told, desoribed, anu-
lyzed, and in addition to all this, it can
be clussified. Whenever a fuct becomes
the property of one mind, it can become
the property of the intellectual world.

ere nre words im which the knowl-
odge ¢an be conveyed,

The christiun is not & supernstural
r!rlnn. filled with supernstural truths.

1o Is & naturnl person and all that he
knows of walue ¢an be naturally im.
parted, It is within his power 0 give
pl!l that he has to the l\iillﬂﬂh'-

The Erlunlpnl of King's college 1s
mistakeh when he says that the differ-
ence between the nostic and the
christinn does pot lie in the fact that

agnostic has no knowledge, “*but

that he doos not holiave the authority
on which theso things nre stated,”

The roal difference 18 this: The
chrsting siys that he has the knowl-
odge; the A.%nostlc admjts that he has

n

none; A yot he christian
accuses  tho  agnostic ~ of  arro-
gance, and nsks him how

he has the impudonce to admit the lim-
{tations of his mind. To the ngnostic
every fnct is a tordh, and by this light,
and vhis light only, he walks,

It is also true that the agnostic does
not believe the suthority relied on by
the ohristian. What is the authority
of the ehristinn? Thousands of vears
ago 1t is supposed that certain men, or,
rather, uncertain men, wrote certain
things, Itisalleged by the christinn
thnt these men wera divinely inspired,
and that the words of these men are to
be taken as absolutely true, no matter
whether or not they are verified by
modern discovory and demonstration.

How can wo know thut any humnan
hoing was divinely inspired? There
has been no personal rovelation to us to
tha effect that cortain peopla wers in-
apired—it s only elaimoed that the
revolation was to them, PFor this we
have only their word, and nbout that
there le this dimenlty: wo know noth-
ing of them, and, consequently, cannot,
it we desiro, roly upon their chacnoter
for truth. Thisevidence is not simply
hoarsay—it s far woakor than that,
Wa have only been told t hat they said
these things: we do not know whethor
the persons claiming to bo inspired
wroto these things or not; neither are
wo oertain that such persons ever ex-
isted. We know now that the greatest
men with whom we are acquainted
are often mistaken about thoe simplest
motters. We also know that men sny-
ing something lilce the same things, [‘n
othor countries in ancient days. must
have beon impostors. The christion
has no confidence in the words of Mo-
hammed; the Mohammedan cares noth-
ing about the declarntions of Buddlia;
and the agnostic gives to the words of
the christinn the value only of the truth
thatis in them. He knows that the
savings themsolves get their entive
vislue from the truth they oxpross. So
that the ronl difforence hetween thoe
christian and the agnostic doos not lio
in thelr knowlodgo—for neithor of them
has any knowledge on this subjoet—hut
the ditference does lie in the credulity,
and in nothmy elsa. The agnostic does
not rely on the authority of Moses and
the prophets. Ho finds that they ware
mistaken in most mottors capnhle of
demonstration.  He finds that thoeir
mistakes multiply in the proportion
that human knowledge inerenses, He
is satisfied that the religion of the
nncient Jews is, in  most  things,
a8 ignorant and eruel ns  other
veligions of the ancient world, Tle coun-
concludes that the efforts, in all ages,
to angwer the guestions of origin and
destiny, and to acconnt for the phe-
nomena of life, have all been substan-
tinlfailures,

In the presence of demonsteation thepe
is no opportunity for the exercise of
faith, Truth does not appenl to cred-
ulity—it appeuls to evidenco, to cstah-
lish facts, to the constitution of the
mina, It ondonvors to harmonize the
new fact with all that we kuow, nnd to
bring it within the circumforence of
human expericnce.

The ehurch has never cultivated in-
vestigntion, It has never snid: et
him who hns a mind to think, think:
but its ery from the first until now hus
heen: Let him who has ears to hear,
hear.

Tho .pulpit does not appenl 1o the
reason of the pew; it speaks by authop-
ity and it communds the pew to beliavo.
and it not only commands, but it
threatons.

The ngnostic knows that the testi-
Mony of man is not sutlicient to estah-
lish what is known as the miraculous.
We would not believe to-day the tosti-
mony of millions to the effect thuy the
dend had been enised. The church it-
self would be the lirst to attack such tos-
timony. If we cannot believe those
whom we know, why should we bolisve
witnesses who have been dend thou-
sands of yenrs, and aboul whom we
know nothing?

3. The principal of King's collegs,
growing somewhatsevere, declares that
he may prefer to eall himself an Agnos-
tie, but his veal name is an older one---
he is no iofidel, that is to say, an unbo-
linvor.

This is spolkenin a kind of boly scorn.
According o this gontlemun, an unba-
lisver is, to n certwn extont, n dis-
reputable person.

In this sense, what is an unbeliover?
He is one whose mind is  s0 constituted
thut what the chewstinn calls evidence
is not satisfnctory to him, Is a person
aocountnble for the constitution of his
mind, for the formation of his brain?
Is nny humnn bewng respowusible for the
welght that evidence has upon him¥
Can he believe without evidence? Is
the weight of evidence a question of
choiee? Is there such a thing as hon-
estly weighing testimony? s the ro-
sult of such weighing vecessury?  Does
it involve moval responsgibitity? If the
Mosnie account does not convines n man
that it is true, is he a wretch beeoause
he is candid envugh to tell tha truth?
Can he preserve his manhood only by
muking a fulse stistement?

The Mohmmmedun would eall the
principle of King's college nn unbe-
liever,—sn would the tribes of Central
Afriea,—nnd he would return the com-
pliment, and ull would be equully justi-
fied. Has the prineiple of Kin "cujllu-;:e
any knowledge that he keeps I?mm the
rest of the world?  Has he the confidence
ol the Inflinite? Is there anything
proiseworthy in believing where the
avidonce is insuflicient? Is muan to be
blamed for not agreeing with his fellow-
citizensY Wera the unbelievers in the
pugun world better or worse than their
nelghbor? It I8 probably true that
somue of the greatest Greeks believed
in the gods of that nation, and it is
equally true that some of the greatest
denied their existence. If credulity is
a virtue now; it must have been in tho
days of Athous, 1f to believe without
evidence entitles one to eternal roe-
ward i this ceotury, certainly the
same must have been true in the days
of the Pharnohs.

An infiael is one who does not believe
in the prevailing religion. We now
wdmit that the infidels of Groeco and
Rome were right. The gods that they
refused to believed in ure dead.
Their thrones are empty, and
long ago the scoptres dropped from
thelr nerveless hands.  To-day the
world honoes the men who denied and
derided these gods,

4, The principal of King's colloge
ventures to suggest that **the word in-
fidol, perhpps, carries an unpleasant
significance; perhaps it is right that it
should,”

A few yenrs ngo the word infidel did
carry “‘un unpleasant significance.” A
few years ago itsslgnificance was so un-
pleasant that the man to whom the word
was applied found himself in prison or
at the stake, In particularly kind com-

munities he was put in the stocks,
pelted with offul, derided by hypocrites,
scorned by ignorance, joeved COW=

ardice, aud all tho priests passed by on
the other side.

There wns a time when Episcopulians
were regarded as infidels; when atrue
Cutholic looked upon a follower of
Heunry VIII, as an infidel, as an  unbe-
liever; when a true Catholle held in de-
testation the man who preferred a mur-
derer wsod adultorer-—a maan who

swapped roligions for the sake of axs
changing wives—to the pope, the head
of the universal church,

It is ensy enongh to concolve
of an honest man |]en{llng the
claims of a chiurch based on the caprice

of an English Itln?. The word infidel
y

“onrrlod Bn unplensant significance”
onif whero the chilstigns are exceed-
ingly ignorant, intolerant, Ingolm’i.

cruel, and unmannurly.

The veal gentleman gives to others
the rights that he claims for himself.
The civilizod man rises far abovo the
bigotry of one who has been ‘‘born
again.”' Good breeding 18 far gentler
than “universal love.”

It is patural for the church to hate an
unbeliover—unatural for the pulpit to
despise one who refuses to subscribe,
who refuses to givo. 1t 1s a question of
revenue instond of religion. The Fpis-
copal church has the fustinet of salf-
preservation. It uses its power, its in-
fluence to compol conteibution. 1t for-
gives the giver.

6. The principal of King's college in-
gista that it is, and ought o be, an un-
pleasant thing for a man Lo have Lo say
plainly that he does not believe in Josus
Christ, "

Should it be an unplensant thing for
a man to say plainly what he holioves?
Can this be unplensant except in an un-
civilized community—a community 1n
which an uncivilized church hgsauthor-
ity?

Why should not a man be ns free to
sny that he does not belleve ns to sny
that he dees believe? Porhoaps the
renl question is whether ali mou have
an equal right w express theie opin-

ions. 1s it the duty of the minority to
koep silent?  Are majorities always
right? If the had never

minority

spoken, what to-day wnurtl have been
the condition of this world? Are the
majority the pioneers of progress, or
does the pionecr, ns a rule, walk alone?
Is it bis duty to close lis lips? Must
the inventor allow his inventions to die
in his brain?  Must the discoverer of
new traths make of his mind o tombh?
Is man under any obligation to his fel-
lows? Was the Lipiscopal religion
always in the majority?  Was it at any
time in the history of the world an un-
lansnit thing to be eullod a Protestant?
did the word Protestant *‘carry an -
pleasaut signiffcance?’  Wus it “per-
haps right that ivshould?” Wos Lu-
ther o misfortuie to the human race

If & comwmunity is thoroughly civil-
fzod, why shonld it be an unpleasant
thing for o mun to express his beliefl in
respectfal language? 1T the argumoent
is  ngalnst  him, it might Lo
unpleasanty  but  why  should  sim-
pla numbers  be  the  foundation
ol unpleasantuess? I the majority have
the facts—if they hitve the arguinent—
why should they Tone the mistakes of
tho minority? Docs any theologzinn hate
the man he ean answor?

It 18 eluimed by the Episeopnl ehuech
thnt Christ was in facl God; and {4 is
further clatmed that the Now Teasta-
ment is an inspired necount of what tha
hving aud his aiseiplos did nod sadd, s

there any obligation resting on any
humnn befng to balieve this nccountr

I's it within the power of mnn to deters
mine the inlluence that testimony shatl
haye upon his mind?

If one denies Ll existencs of devila,
does he, for thel venson, cense Lo be-
lHove in Jesus Christ?  [sit not possible
to imagine Liant o great an | tender soul
living in Palestine peurly twenty con-
turies ngo was misundoerstood? Is it not
within the reanlmof thoe possible thet i
words have been tnnecurately reported?
Is it wot within the range of the proba-
ble that legend and ruwor nnd ignor-
ance and zonl have deformoed his Life
und belittled his charaeror?

f the man Cheist lived snd taugzht
and suffecad, iT he was, in reality, preat
and noble, who is nia friend —~tho one
who attributes to him fents of jugrslopy,
or be who meintains that thesz storloes
wera inveatad by zealous ignovance un:l
belioved by enthusinstic croluliiy?

If he délaimed 1o have wrought mira-
¢les, he must have been eithier dishog-
est or inswnel consagquently, he who
denies miracles does what Hitlo he can
to reseua the roputntion of n graat and
splendid man,

The agnostic necepts the good he did,
the teuth he sad, and rejects only thas
which, according to his judmment, is
incoasistent with reath and goodness.

The principal of King's collero evi-
dently believes in the noosssity of ho-
liet,  IMe puws conviction or craod or
eradulity in pluee of eharacter,
cording to his iden, it i3 Impossible o
win the uapprobation of God by intelli-
ront investigation and by the ox-
pression of honest conelusions, He
imngines thut the Infinile is delighted
with eredality, with beliel without evi-
donee. faith without question.

Mun nas but Jittla reason, at Hest,
but this little should be used. No mol-
ter how smndl the thpetr is, how fachla
the ray of lignt it easts, it is botier thaa
dnrkoness, aund no man should be re-
warded for extivgushing the light he
has,

We know now. if we know anything,
that man in this, toe nineteenth cou-
tury, is better cupablee of juldging us Lo
the happening of uny event thun le
evor was before. We lkinow thot the
standard is higher to-idoy—we know
that the intellectunl light is preater
we kuow that the human mind is betior
cyuipped to deal with all questions of
Luinaii interest than at any other timo
within the known history of the human
race.,

1t will not do to say that “our Lord
anll his apostles must at leasy be pro-
gnrded as honest men.” Let this bo pd-

Ae-

mitted, nnd what does it prove? Hon-
esty 18 not envugh, Intelligence and
honesty must ro hund in hund, Wae

may sdmit now that “our Lord and his
apostles”™ were perfectly hoobest men:
yet it does not follow that wo hove a
truthful aceount of what they said and
of what thoy did. [t I8 not pretended
that *‘our Lord” wrote anything, and it
is not known that onoe of thoe apostles
ever wrote 4 word, (Tunuumwntl,\'. the
most that we ean say is that somebody
hns written something ahout *our Lord
and his apostles.”  Whether that some-
body knew or did not know is unknown
to us.  As to whether what is written is
true or fulse, we must judge by that
which Is written,

IFisrt of all, is it probable? is it with-
in the experience of mankind? We
should judge of the gospels ns we judge
of other histories, of other biographies.
Weo know that many biographies weil-
ten by perfectly honest men dre pot
correct. We know, if we know uny-
thing.that honest men ¢can be mistaken,
and it is not necessary to believe any-
thing that & man writes because we bo-
lieve he is honest. Dishonest men may
write the truth,

Al last the standard of criticism is
for each wan to judge according to
what he bolieves to be human experi-
enve. We are satisfied that nothing
more wonderful has happenad than is
now Iw,plpouiug. We believe that the

resent 1s us wonderful as the pust, and
rual. as miraculous us the futura, If we
are Lo believe in the wfih of the Old
Testament, the word evidonce loses ite
meaning; there veases to be any stand-
ard of probability, sud the mind simply
aceepts or denies without reason,

We are told that certuin miracles
were performed for the purpose of at-
testing the mission sud character of
Christ. How cau these mirscles be
verified? The wiracles of the middle
ages rest upon substantially the same
evidence. The same muy be said of
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the wonders of all cowntries and
of all agos. How s it & virtue
to lony the myirnoles of Mohammed and
to beliove those attributed to Christ?

You m#y My of 8t, Augustine that
what he sald was true or false, We
know tha h of it was false; and yet
wo are not  Justified In saying that he
wns dishonest. Thousands of errors
fiave beem gropagated by honest men.
As n rule, Iminmken got their wings
from hongst people. The testimony of
a witness "o "the happening of the im-
possible pete ! no wor ht {from the hon-
oaty of the witnesa, The fact that false-
hoods are in the New Testament does
not tend to prove that the writers wero
knowingly untruthful. No man can be
honest enough to substantiate, to the
satisfaction of reasonable men, the hap-
pening of a miracle,

For this renson it makes not the
slightest difforence whether the writers
of the Now Testament were honest or
not. Thelr character is not involvoed,
Whenever & man rises above his con-
temporarics, whenever he exocltes the
wonder of his fellows, his biographors
always endeavor to bridge over the
chnsm batwean the people and this
man, and for that parpose attribute to
him tho qualities which in the oyes of
the multitude are desirable.

Miracles nre demnnded by savages,
and, eonsequently, the savage blogr-
pher attributes miracles to his hero.
Vot would we think now of a man
who, in wreiting the lifo of Charles Dar-
win, should attribute him with super-
nntural powers? What wonld we say of
an admirer of Humboldt who should
elaim that the gront German conld cast
out devila? We woula feel that Darwin
and Humboldt had been boelittled; that
the blographies were written  for
childran and by men who had not out-
grown the nursorv,

If the reputition of “our Lord" {8 to
bo preseeved—if heo is to stund with the
groat and splendid earth—if he is to
continue a constelletion in the iigel-
loctunl heavans, all ¢laim o the mira-
culous, 1o the supecastural must be
abaudoned,

No one ecan ovor-estimate thoe avils
that have bean ondured by the human
race by renson of o departure feom the
standned of the naturnl, The world
has been governed by jugglory, by
sleirht of  hiand, Miracles, wonders,
tricks have been regarded as of far
grenter importanee than the stondy the
gublime and unvroken murch ol eause
nnd ofect. The improbablo has booen
cstalblishod by the impossiblo.  Ealso-
hood has furnished thoe foundation for

fwith,

[« the human body at present the
residence of evil apirits, or
have thesa fmps of durkness
pyrished  from  the  world? Whare

ara they? It the Now Testamient es-
tuhlishes anvthing, 1t is tha existones
of innumorable devils, and that these
sutanic betngs absolately took posses-
slon of the hwinan mind,  Is tnis traos?
Coan snvihin? he mora abanrd? Doss
any inteifetanl man who has examined
the guestion balleve  that depeiv o4
dompns v in the bodles of mea? Do
thay oreupy spies? Do thoy live upon
soime kindof fonl? Of whuat shape are
thoy? Conli they be clusstiod by o
natuenlist? Do they ran, or float, or (ly?
IT to deny-dhinexistanco of thesw sup-
pused beinesds to bo an iothdel, how ean
the word fnlidel “cprry nn unplensant
sirnifonmee??

OF courgo 1t is ths business of prinei-
pals of pwat o collegas, a3 well as of
bishops, éuvdiaals, popes, priests, and
clergyvmen to' fnsict upon the.existunce
of evii spiritsss All theso genllamen are
employed Lo dodnternet the inllusnee of
these sappigsll demons. Why should
they take'the broad out of their own
wmouths? Isit to be expocted that they
will unfroek themselves?

Tho church, like any other corpora-

tion, hus thoe instinet of solf-presar-
vation. It will defend  itselly
it will  fight  as long o it

huis the power tochange o hand into a
ik,

Clie Awaostio baeas tha grroand that
human expaeiones b3 Lhe Dasis of moral-

ity. Coasenuantlv. il is of no fwpopt-
aner who wrata tha gospels, or who
vouchiod or vouchias for the genuinonoess
of tae mivaeles. In his sehisme of lifa

thesa thiogs aro ¥ unimportant,
Tl is natistiod thnk “the mivaculons™ is
the jmino Kuowsthut tho wit-
uosEes wera wholly ineanpablae ol exam-
ining tha  questions  involved, thut
eredulity had pessession of their mints,
that **the i Was axpeciod,
thot it was thar duady foad.

Allthis waa vaory clearly and delight-
fully stated by Professor Huoxloy, and it
hapdly spems possible that any intelli-
enb miy can pend whit ha siys withoul
[eeling that the foundation of all suppe-

ihwle.  Lio

S lesiaet
A LYE T

stition has been wenkened. The article
is os remaekiable for s ewndor ns for ils
Clenraess, Nothing is nvoidad —ovory-
thivg 15 meb. No oXxceusos ate given,
e hns lefooll apnlog for the other
fide, Whaoan yvon have finished awhat
Professor Huxley hos swritten, you feal
thit your mind bos been io actus! cun-
tuet with  the mind’ of another, that

nothineg has been eoneonled: and nof
oaly » v, heit vou foel that this mind is
not only wiliing, bub auxious, ta faws
the gotonl] Leuth,

To ma, the highest uass of philosophy
aro, first, to [roo the mind of fewe, and,
gecond, to aveet all the evil thnt cun be
averted, throuigh ot dligence —vhat is
to sny, theouzh a knowledge of the ¢on-
ditions of well-heing,

We nre satistod that the absolute is
beyond our vision, benoath our touch,
nbove our rench. We nra now convineed
that we can deal only with phenomoenn,
with relations, with nppearances, with
things that imprass tho senses, that ean
be venched by renson, by the exercise
of oupr facultivs, We are satistied thay
the reasonable road s *“the stradght
rond,” the only “sacrod way."”

Of courso there is fuith in the world —
fuith in this world—and always will b,
unless supertition succecds in evoery
lnud. Dot tho [mith of the wise mno is
based upon facts,  His fuith s @ reason-
abie conclusion drawn hrom the known,
He has fadth' in thoe progroess of the
race, in the friumph of intelligeuce, in
the coming sbvercignty of science, He
has fuitly in! the devolppment of the
brain, in thalgradual enlightenment of
the mindt "Aud o works for the ncecon-
plishment of greal onds, having faith 1n
the tinal victory of the race,

Ho has honesty enough to suy that he
does not kuow, He perceives and ad-
mits that the mind has Hmitations, He
doubts thésoreallod wisdom of the past.
He looks (ar bvidenee, and he ondeavors
to keep his mind free from prejudice,
He believes in the manly virtues, in the
judielinl spiett, and in Lis oblligation to
tell his honet thoughts,

1t is useless to talk ubout a destruction
of consolations, That whieh {8 sus-
pected 1o be untrue looses its power to
console. A man should be brave enough
to bear the truth,

Professor Huxley has stated with
great clearness the attitude of the
Agnostie, It seems that he is some-
whut severe on the positive philosophy
While it is hard to see the propristy of
worshipplog humanity as & being, 1t is
ensy to understand the splendid dream
of Auguste Comte. Is the human race
worthy to bo worshipped by itself—thnt
is to suy, should the ludividual worship
hlmucl?‘.‘ Coertaluly the religion of hu-
munity is belter than the religion of
the inhuman. The positive plliﬁm: by
& better far than Catholiclsm, It c{oea
not fill the heavens with monsters, vor
the future with pain.

Ii may be suid that Luther aud Comte

ondeavored to roform the Cathollo
ehurch. Both wore mistaken booause the
only reformation of which that ohuroh is
eapable is destruotion, Itis s mass of
guporatition, .

he mission of posltiviem ls, in the
Innguage of its founder, ‘'to gonernlizo
soiencé and to syatomntize sociality."
It seoms to mo thit Comte stated with
grent force and with absolute truth the
throo phases of intellectual evolution
Or progress.

1. *in the supernatural phase the
mind soeks—napires to know the essenca
of things, and tho how and why of their
operation. Tn this phase, ali facta are
rerarded as the productions of supor-
natural agents, and upusgual phenomena
aroe intorpreted ns the sign of the pleas-
ure or displensure of some god.”

Here atthis point is the orthodox
world of to-day, The church still im-
agines that phenomens should be inter-
proted as the signs of plensure or dis-
pleasure of God, Nenrly every history
is deformed with this childish and bar-
bari¢ view,

g, The next phase or modifiention,
according to Comte, is the motaphysi-
enl. “The supgrnntural agents nre digs
pensed with, and in their placos we
find abstract forces of antities supposed
toinhera in substances and capuble of
engendering phenomena,”

In this phase people talk as though
lnws and principles wore forces capablo
of produciug phenomenu.

3. “The hml atage is the positive.
The mind, convinced of the futility of
all inquiry into causzes and esgencos,
resoricts ftsell to the observation und
classification of phenomenn, and to the
dissovery of the invariable ralations of
succession and similitude—In a word, to
the discovery of the relations of phe-
nomena, '’

Why is not the positive stage the
point renched by the ngnostic?

Hao has consnd to inquire into the ori-
ginof things, He has pereceived the
Hmitations of the mind, 1o is thor-
oughly couvinced of the useloessness
nnd furility and absurdity of theologi-
cal moethods, and pestricts himsell to
the examinution of phoanomena, to their
relations, to their effects, and andeavors
to find in the complexity of things the
truo conditions of humun happiness.

Althourh [ am not o believor in the
theory of Auguste Comte, [ eannot shut
my c¢yes to the vilue of his thought;
neither is it possible for me not to ap-
ploud his eandor, his intelligence, and
the courage it roquired cven to attempt
to lay the foundation of the positive
philosophy.

Prof. Huxley and Frederie Harrison
are splendid soldiers in the army of
progress.  They have attiekod with
signul succeess the sacred and solomn
stupidities of superstition.  DBoth have
appealed wo that which is highest and

noblest in man,  Both have been the
destroyors of prejudice.  Both have
ghod light, and both have won great

victories on the field of intellectual
conflict, They cannot afford to waste
time in attneking onch other,

Alter all, the agoostic and the posi-
tivist have thossmo end in view—hoth
believe inliving for this world,

The theologinpg, nding themsalves
unible to answer the argunments thay
have boeen upged, rosort o the sime old
subterfuga—to the old cry that agnosti-
cism tikes something of yalue from the
Life of man. Does the agnostic take
uny consolntion from the world? Does
he blot out, or dim, one star in  the
heaven of hope? Can there be anything
more consoling than tofeel,to know,that
Jehovaly is not God—that the messago
of the Old Testaumont is not from the
Infinite?

5 it not enough to fill the brain with
a happiaess unspenkable to lknow that
the words, “Depart from me, ye cursed,
into everlasting fire,” will never be
spoken toons of the children of mmen?

Is 1t n =mull thing to lift from tho
shoulders of industry the burdens of
suparstition? Is it o little thing to
drive the monster of foar from the
hoarts of men?
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Sanitary Plumbing!

LARGEST STOCK,

oal experienoce.

The HUSSEY & DAY COMPANY

Steam and Hot Water Heating! =~
Gas and Electric Chandeliers!

Art Metal Work, Stablo Fittings, Fountains, Vases, Etc.

FINEST SHOWROOMS WEST OF CHICAGO

€35 Wo minke o specialty of repair work on Plumbing, Gnas or Hoatin Appar- yt
atus. Prompt attention. Skillful mechanics. Personal supervision, and charges |
always reasonuble as first-clnss work will allow. &8 Twenty-flye years' - &

Visitors to our showrooms always welcome. :

THE HUSSEY & DAY COMPANY |
409-411 South 15th Street. o
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Bailey’s Iron and Wood Planes,
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Lol
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Jas. Morton & Son.-
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OMAHA STOVE REPAIR WORKS. |

808-810 N. 16th St.

ROBERT UHLIG, Prop,, C. M, EATON, Managor, Telophone 0.
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